The gravity of each violation appears in the record.  As
previously stated the negligence concerning Citation 2091920
(unguarded tail pulley) is overstated.  The penalty should be
reduced to $25.00.  The three citations in CENT 84-19-M relate to
silica dust and a civil penalty of $30.00 is proposed for each.
On the other hand, in WEST 84-28-M, the Secretary proposes a
penalty of $63.00 for a single exposure to silica dust.  Con-
sidering the statutory criteria I believe that the penalty for
Citation 2096710 should be reduced to $30.00 from $63.00.

It is to respondent's credit that it abated all of the
violative conditions (Tr. 121).

After carefully considering the statutory criteria, I deem
that the penalties noted hereafter are appropriate and they
should be affirmed.

Proposed

Citation   No.       Assessment       Disposition

2091920                               $54.00                            $ 25.00

2090946               30.00                                30.00

2090947               30.00                                30.00
2096948                                 30.00                                30.00
2096998                                 68.00                                68.00
2096710                                 63.00                                30.00

Accordingly, based on the foregoing findings of fact and
conclusions of law I enter the following:

ORDER

1.  In CENT 84-3-M; Citation 2091920 is affirmed and a
penalty of $25.00 is assessed.

2.  In CENT 84-19-M: Citations 2090946, 2090947, and 2090948
and penalties of $30.00 for each such violation are assessed.

3.  In WEST 84-27-M: Citation 2096998 is affirmed and the
proposed penalty of $68.00 is assessed.

4.  In WEST 84-28-M: Citation 2096710 is affirmed and a
penalty of $30.00 is assessed.

5.  Respondent is ordered to pay to the Secretary the sum of
$213.00 within 40 days of the date of this decision.

John J. Morris
Administrative Law Judges. Southway indicated the monetary significance of the
